
The key issue is improperly framed by these authors as the ethics of use of torture in interrogations, rather than it's use by the state as a method of (cruel, and unusual,) punishment existing outside of due process protections; and weapon of terror (and war,) affecting all communities, serving as a warning to others the danger of confronting the state.
This engenders 'herd behavior' which facilitates the efficiency of counterintelligence operations, by reducing socio-political deviance; and may justify further acts of repression against communities, by intentionally provoking outrage.
These acts serve indoctrination purposes, developed by Chicoms and studied by USIC after WWII, (during the MKULTRA series.)

[Retaliation Operation]
[Repression vs. Accomodation]
[Dominance vs. Submission]
[Harding]
[Overmatch]
[Punishment Puzzle]
[Object Constancy]
[Social-Relational Aggression]
[Nazi Psychology]
[Ideologically Motivated Behavior under Trance (Dissociative Logic & Disjunctive Concepts)]
[Collective Narcissism]
[Threat Framing]
[Risk Management]
[International Political Economy]
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"Arrigo, Eidelson, and Bennett (2012) distinguish between what they called “adversarial operational psychology” (AOP) and “collaborative operational psychology” (COP); the latter is considered more likely to be ethically acceptable. In brief, any form of operational psychology would be considered AOP and contrary to psychological ethics if:
- it causes more than trivial unstipulated harm to the subjects of the intervention or
- it does not operate with a reasonable level of informed consent or
- it is not subject to external ethical monitoring through independent professional institutions. or
• the psychologist does not have access to the full operational plan insofar as it affects the welfare of the subject of psychological intervention, including access to relevant national security records for follow-up."
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[Emergency Psychology]
[Stress Adaptation]

Arrigo, J. M., Eidelson, R. J., & Bennett, R. (2012). Psychology under fire: Adversarial operational psychology and psychological ethics. Peace and Conflict: Journal of Peace Psychology, 18(4), 384–400. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0030323
["In this essay, we distinguish adversarial operational psychology, which facilitates deceptive and coercive operations, from collaborative operational psychology, which optimizes personnel performance in high-risk operations."]
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